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Wsrfi and Peul-Re porting Services 
SSxeeutivs Sessions 
Agent Oswald 
Destruction evidence 

Receipt N®, 3003, is not labelled for executive session, though it is 
for that of 1/2X/65. It scknowleages receipt of the transcripts plus ”elso. 
Reporter’s notes, muster sheets, cerboa paper, wsste." 

Receipt Ho. 3013, idea tie lly the seise oansaeat shout the l/g? ex ©ess. 

2/7/64 Julia Mde note s ays that nil waste meteriel, *f@, delivered by 
;*erd & Paul to that dsts given SR Agt Moore for fihit® Rouse burning. 

3/10/64 bill commented on in separate writing (draft "Script by George 
Orwell) cover confiscation notes l/gg/64 ©x ssss 

Receipt So, 322? show® that when it wag discovered that psg® 13E0 wee 
missing from all pfges off transcript delivered and "Master sheets bed been 
destroyed by OoHB®issI<m% "one copy" ©f presumesfely "the original run" had to 
be "returned to «erd & Raul in order toUte transcribe (si®) pegs 1320", from 
the reporter's notes” . Tais seems to indicste that the master sheets war© destroyed 
separately from the reporter’s Betas, ’%y one end not the ether had to fee destroyed 
so promptly escapes immediate explanation, as does the reason for the de@trueti.on 
of anything. However, it would also seem that if the "original run" wag complete, 
th© simplest things would have been to simply xerox: the missing page. This makes it 
s*«a that some. attention should be paid to ’ page 1320 off volume 14, which includes 
pp. 1187*1473. The date is 2/21/64* Robert Oswald ’ 3 testimony oil that date begins 
10319 end continues throughout all of that day’s printed testimony, which ends on 
4£7, where his testimony off S/i£ also begins. With no jAsari of say executive session 
on that date, it would seem this hss to be in his testimony. It would also seem that 
with every existing record of say hind returned by lard & seal and with the total 
destruction of ell of this, unless ward & reel msd® e separate record of what wss 
asid "off the record", or unless It is in the original transcripts and was edited 
out in printing (sad X have seen no cases of this), there rems ins no record of what 
was said "off the record". 

Receipt Ho. 3371 for *€mm&«si0ft meeting 9 , "TOR moWR** se&ma not to 
cover an ex sees, for there seem® to have been none that day (April 33). other 
bills do not use the words "Commissi on meeting". 

Receipt No. 8313, "TOP SIQiSST" -* Meeting of the Commission without 
witnesses", does cover the fists of m executive session, g/l9/64. It is withheld. 

Receipt So. 3343, with attached note (Stndksy 6/6) shows liberties taken 
with the verbatim transcript by the reporlaK § 0 © draft "Script by Seorge Orwell"). 


